INTRODUCTION
Lala Lajpat Rai chose "to speak from the mouths of the English themselves". The author consequently made no claim to originality for his work. On the other hand, according to him, it was "more or less a compilation from British publications, government and private",
He drew heavily on two earlier publications on Indian economic history, v/z., William Digby: Prosperous British India and R. C. Dutt: Economic History of India. He freely acknowledges his debt to these two pioneers. But looking back from this distant time, England's Debt to India appears to be a more comprehensive and a more balanced piece of writing than the two earlier works. Famine and poverty were the central themes of Digby's work while the land question occupied the larger share of attention of R. C. Dutt. Lajpat Rai covered in 223 pages almost every aspect of economic history of India during the British Rule.
The book is divided into live parts. The first pari consisting of Chapter 1 gives in a broad sweep the growth of Indian economy before the British and the condition of the people of India under the Hindu and Muslim rulers. !t is intended to serve as counter to the claim made by many British publicists that "England rescued India from a state of widespread anarchy and confusion by conferring upon her, for the first time in her history, a settled Government." No one denies the existence of a state of anarchy, confusion and misgovernment in India immediately before the establishment of British rule. After the death of Aurangzeb in 1707, the fabric of Mughal Empire disintegrated and a number of principalities often at war with one another emerged in this country. Rapacity, oppression, loot and destruction of property and life came to be endemic after the strong hand of the Centre had been removed. But the history of these fifty years or so cannot be regarded as representative of the conditions in India for the whole span of 3,000 years of her economic and political development. Nothing could be truer than what LaJa Lajpat Rai had to say on this point : "During her many centuries of political development India was undoubtedly as good, and as bad, as the other evolving nations on the face of Mother Earth. She prospered under her beneficent rulers, and suffered under her bad ones* She had her periods of progress*as well as of stagnation. She had times of peace as well as war. Her rulers were by no means immaculate. Her people were not always happy. They faced tyranny and oppression as often as good government and orderly justice. Were a chart of Indian politics for the past three thousand years to be compiled, it might be found that her eras of peace and prosperity perhaps exceeded those of any other country in the world/* None but a person who is totally blind